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RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

1. This communication is responsive to the Request for Continued Examination 
RCE filed on April 22, 2005 and the supplemental amendment received on October 24, 
2005. Claims 1 and 11 were amended. Claims 1-17 are pending. 

New Ground of Rejection 

2. Applicants' amendment and arguments with respect to claims 1-17 filed on 
October 24, 2005 have been fully considered but they are deemed to be moot in view of 
the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claims 1 recites limitations that appear to contradict with 
other limitations. For example claim 1 recites wherein the predetermined number of 
changed versions of documents are stored in the document representation storage 
based on user's indication of significance and irrespective of user's indication of 
significance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-3, 6, 8, 11-13, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over EP 1050831 A2 (hereinafter, 831 application) and in view of Kish et 
al., (Kish) U.S. Patent No. 5,890,176. 

7. As to claim 1, the 831 application teaches a system for providing document 
change information to at least one user and for saving a changed document, 
comprising: 

document representation storage, for storing representations of saved changed 
documents (Page 3, lines 24-34); 

a document registration element for enabling a user to identify documents for 
which they would like to be notified of changes (Page 3, lines 24-34); 

a document change monitoring element coupled to said document registration 
element, said document change monitoring element for detecting a change to said 
document and evaluating whether said change is significant for user's evaluation (Page 
3, lines 24-34); and 

a user notification element coupled to said document change monitoring element, 
said user notification element for notifying users of said change (Page 3, lines 24-34); 
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a user evaluation interface for enabling a user to indicate the significance of said 
notified change, and wherein said system is arranged to store a predetermined number 
of changed documents in said document representation storage based on said user's 
indication of significance (Page 4, lines 16-19). 

The 831 application does not explicitly indicated wherein said document storage 
further storing a predetermined number of most recently changed documents 
irrespective of said document change monitoring element's and user's indication of 
significance. 

Kish teaches an apparatus and method that relates to document editing and to 
editing systems which store document revisions, and, in particular, to a method and 
apparatus for minimizing storage space necessary to store multiple revision copies of a 
document. Kish teaches storing copies for a predetermined number of the latest 
document versions (col. 1 , lines 63 - col. 2, line 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to incorporate the teaching of Kish into the invention of the (831 
application) by allowing the system to store changed versions of documents irrespective 
of the user's indication of significance in order to allow the system to store documents 
that a user may overlook and thus will give the user a diverse storage space. 
8. As to claim 2, the 831 application teaches the system as recited in claim 1, 
wherein said system is arranged to store a copy of said changed document in said 
document representation storage as a function of a plurality of users' indications of 
significance of said notified change (Page 4, lines 6-19). 



Application/Control Number: 10/046,481 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2155 

9. As to claim 3, the 831 application teaches the system as recited in claim 2, 
wherein said changed document is stored as a function of the maximum indication 
provided by said plurality of users' indications (Page 4, lines 1-5). 

10. As to claim 6, the 831 application teaches the system as recited in claim 2, 
wherein said system uses collaborative filtering techniques for deciding to store said 
changed document (Page 5, lines 15-21). 

11. As to claim 8, the 831 application teaches the system as recited in claim 1, 
wherein said user evaluation interface provides a plurality of predetermined values for 
indicating said significance (Page 4, lines 1-5). 

12. As to claim 11, the 831 application teaches a method for storing in a system a 
changed document in network-accessible documents, accessible to users of the 
system, the system including 

a network for accessing a set of network-accessible documents; and 

user notification data indicating, for each of a subset of the network-accessible 

documents, one or more users to be notified when a change in the network-accessible 

document is detected (Page 3, lines 24-34); 
the method comprising: 

(a) using the network to automatically attempt to access one of the network- 
accessible documents in the subset and to detect whether the accessed document has 
changed or not (Page 3, lines 24-34); 
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(b) automatically notifying users indicated for the network-accessible document 
by the user notification data that the network-accessible document is changed (Page 3, 
lines 24-34); 

(c) receiving an evaluation of the changed network-accessible document from 
each notified user, each user providing an evaluation value selectable from a plurality of 
predetermined values (Page 4, lines 16-19); 

(d) in response to the received evaluation, deciding whether said changed 
document should be stored in said system (Page 4, lines 16-19); and 

The 831 application does not explicitly indicated wherein said document storage 
further storing a predetermined number of most recently changed documents 
irrespective of said user's indication of significance. 

Kish teaches an apparatus and method that relates to document editing and to 
editing systems which store document revisions, and, in particular, to a method and 
apparatus for minimizing storage space necessary to store multiple revision copies of a 
document. Kish teaches storing copies for a predetermined number of the latest 
document versions (col. 1 , lines 63 - col. 2, line 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to incorporate the teaching of Kish into the invention of the 831 
application by allowing the system to store changed versions of documents irrespective 
of the user's indication of significance in order to allow the system to store documents 
that a user may overlook and thus will give the user a diverse storage space. 
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13. As to claim 12, the 831 application teaches the method as recited in claim 11, 
wherein the decision to store said changed document is based on a plurality of users' 
evaluations (Page 4, lines 12-19). 

14. As to claim 13, the 831 application teaches the method as recited in claim 12, 
wherein the decision to store said changed document is based on the maximum value 
amongst said users' evaluations (Page 4, lines 1-5). 

15. As to claim 17, the 831 application teaches the method as recited in claim 11, 
further receiving users' comments relating to said user evaluations (Page 4, lines 12- 
22). 

16. Claim 4-5, and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over European Patent Application EP 1050831 A2 (hereinafter, 831 application) and in 
view of Kish et al., (Kish) U.S. Patent No. 5,890,176 and further in view of European 
Patent Application EP 1111517 A2 (hereinafter, 517 application). 

17. As to claims 4-5 and 14-15, the 831 application teaches the claimed invention as 
shown above. The 831 application and Kish do not explicitly teach wherein the decision 
to store said changed document is based on a weighted sum of the users' evaluations 
and wherein said changed document is stored when said weighted sum exceeds a 
predetermined threshold value. 

The 517 application teaches a system and method for caching based on a 
relative value of their content and the value data is provided from a recommender 
system that provides a value for a document according to user recommendations. The 
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recommender system assigns a value to a document depending on the users weighted 
sum of user ratings and stores the document with the highest value (Page 5, lines 7-12). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to incorporate the teaching of the 517 application into the 831 
application and Kish in order to get a more accurate reading. The system is able 
customize the ratings of the user in order to take account of the proportional relevance 
of each rating, rather than treating each rating equally thus the results will be more 
precise and closer to desired outcome. 

18. Claims 7, 9, 10 and 16, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over European Patent Application EP 1050831 A2 (hereinafter, 831 
application) and in view of Kish et al., (Kish) U.S. Patent No. 5,890,176 and further in 
view of applicant admitted prior art (AAPA). 

19. As to claims 7, 9, 10 and 16, the 831 application teaches the claimed invention 
as shown above. The 831 application and Kish do not explicitly teach wherein a 
complete version of said changed document is stored and constructing a revision 
history. 

AAPA teaches saving a complete version of the changed document and 
constructing a revision history (Page 1 , line 25 - Page 2, line 1 3). 

It would have been obvious to combine the teachings of AAPA in to the 831 
application in order to highlight to the user all changes since a given date by computing 
the difference in the current version and a previous version (Page 1 , lines 25-30). 
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Response to Arguments 



20. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-17 have been fully considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shawki S Ismail whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3985. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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